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DETAILED ACTION 

^ , m c59?7 41 42 45 and 48 are cancelled, claims 1-17, 
,n response to amendment fled 12/24/2002, claims 22-27, 41, 42, 45, 

28-40, 43, 44, and 51-53 are pending. 

Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 103 

, « 1 1 * c 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
! . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) wn.cn 

forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences J b bvious att he time the 

STpS, art Z such that the ^^S^£SSSt to w¥ch said subject matter perta.ns. 

summarized as follows: 

A OTnainm ? , ^.?!. re "^™%ki« in the pertinent art. 



2. 
3. 
4. 

nonobviousness. 



3 cairns 1-17 28-40, «, 44. and 51-53 *«d under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as «n, unpatented 
0V er Lee e, a, (US 6004850, ,n *. - Ho e, a, (US S308550 B„. «^ — 1 - * - « * 

=========== 

====== 

of ,ne ttemee and *e iecture nation incudes process —n and resu»s ot *e test, - , 
1 2 and 29. Tne .stem ,s add*-, capa»e ot d— an -approves, ,ev - - 
H ram ,s capa»e ot — -re — . - use, needs, «a,ms 3 and 30. see oo,,: 1,. 
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The computer contains means for analyzing the abilities of the users retention of the knowledge through 
tests, claims 4 and 31 , the quiz results are sent back to the user of the system and training is provided on 
those areas that the user did not comprehend, claims 5 and 32, see col. 7: 19-26. 

Regarding claims 8 and 35, there are a plurality of educational courses offered, each of which is 
divided into chapters, which are further divided into sections, and additionally have a quiz following each 
section and refusing allowing the user to take the next section without reaching a predetermined level of 
understanding (claims 9 and 36), see figure 10-13. The presentations are created as and displayed as 
audio-visual, which is inherently the same as a "multimedia presentation", claims 11, 12, and 38, see col. 
6: 14-19. Regarding claims 15 and 43, the teacher is able to explicitly state what the training content for 
the student will include, see col. 9: 29-35. Claim 20 corresponds in scope to claim 15 and is rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Lee et al fails to explicitly teach a recognizer that "recognizes whether an access is received from 
the manager of the trainee or not, and provides the aggregate result to the terminal for the manager via 
the communication line based on the recognition result, as in claims 1 and 28, and similar language in the 

other independent claims. 

• Ho et al clearly teaches these limitations, see col. 4: 31-33, and Figure 7A. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to substitute the network of 
Lee et al with the network of Ho et al so as to create a system with broader coverage. 

Claims 51-53 recite broader limitations of claims 1 and 28, and are rejected for the same reasons. 



Response to Arguments 

4. The amendments filed 12/24/2002 have overcome the rejections based on 35 USC § 1 12, 
second paragraph. The arguments filed 12/24/2002, have overcome the rejection under 35 USC § 102, 
however they are deemed moot in view of the new grounds of rejection under 35 USC § 103. 
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Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

a. Peterson et al (US 6052512) 

b. Papadopoulos (US 6099320) 

c. Carlileetal (US 6164974) 

d. Pellegrino et al (US 6149441) 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Kathleen M Christman whose telephone number is (703) 308-6374. The examiner can 
normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Valencia Martin-Wallace can be reached on (703) 308-4119. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9302 for regular 
communications and (703) 872-9303 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be 
directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-1 148. 



Kathleen M. Christman 
February 13, 2003 



i«ek Cheng 




